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WHICHEVER IS LONGER. FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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eamed patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

The finality of the action mailed 2-24-2006 has been withdrawn in view of the rejections 
below. 



Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-6 and 1 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over 4,614,450 to Neiman in view of 3,970,397 to Armstrong. Neiman discloses a 
system comprising at least one storage sheet (10) having at least one pocket 
(pocket 18 used for storing index cards) in a notebook (figl ) having a front and back 
cover and a binding mechanism (16). Neiman further discloses that the pockets are 
transparent (abstract of Neiman). 

Neiman does not however disclose including at least one supply sheet having at least 
one index card fomned therein and detachable therefrom. Armstrong teaches having a 
supply sheet capable of being bound in a notebook via binding edge (28) and having at 
least one detachable index card thereon with perforations (fig 1). It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use 
the supply sheet of Amistrong with the system of Neiman for the purpose of allowing the 
user to store both the index cards and the supply sheet together. 
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Regarding claim 3 wherein the system further comprises a plurality of sheets of 
paper bound by the binding mechanism. It is well known to provide sheets of paper in a 
notebook. Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include sheets of paper in the notebook of Neiman 
(modified by Armstrong) for the purpose of providing the user with sheets for writing 
infonnation thereon. 

Regarding the limitations of claim 4 wherein the supply sheet is similar in shape but 
generally smaller than the sheets of paper and the limitations of claims 12, 14-16 
wherein the index cards are of a specific size, It is well known to have paper or index 
cards of various sizes therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art that the time the invention was made to alter the size of the sheet as suited for 
the intended use, especially since applicant has provided no criticality towards the size 
of the paper (page 6 paragraph [0026] of spec.) nor the size of the index cards (page 4 
paragraph [0021] last 5 lines of spec). 

Regarding the limitations of claim 6 wherein the binding mechanism Is a helical coil, 
Neiman uses binding rings as the binding mechanism but helical coil springs are also a 
well known binding mechanism. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to use a well known helical coil binder for 
the purpose of binding the sheets together, since binding rings and helical coil binders 
are art recognized equivalents. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Neiman (modified by Armstrong) discloses having two pockets 
being rectangular in shape and the first pocket having a longitudinal axis. Neiman 
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(modified by Armstrong) does not however disclose that the second rectangular pocket 
has a longitudinal axis perpendicular to the axis of the first pocket. However changing 
the size of the pocket such that the longitudinal axis of the second pocket is 
perpendicular to the axis of the first pocket would be an obvious matter of design 
choice. This modification would allow for storing index cards of different sizes. 

Regarding claim 13, Neiman (modified by Armstrong) discloses the index card being 
formed on the supply sheet by a plurality of perforations in the supply sheet (fig 1 of 
Armstrong). 

Regarding claims 17-18, Neiman (modified by Armstrong) discloses the pocket 
being made of a generally transparent material and that the pocket is sized to generally 
closely receive one index card therein (abstract and fig 3). 

Neiman (modified by Armstrong) also satisfies the method for assembling an index 
card storage system, recited in claims 19-27. Regarding the method steps of claims 28- 
29, Neiman teaches providing a storage sheet with a pocket thereon and a binding 
mechanism and a teaching of placing index cards in the pockets (fig3). Armstrong 
teaches having a supply sheet with detachable index cards thereon and placing the 
detached card in a pocket (fig 6). Therefore it would have been obvious to place the 
index card of Armstrong in the pocket of Neiman for the purpose of providing safe 
storage of the card. 

3. Claims 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 4,614,450 
to Neiman In view of 3,970,397 to Anmstrong and further in view of 6,652,1 78 to 
Walton. 
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Regarding claim 7, Neiman modified by Armstrong does not provide pockets witli a 
flap. Walton teaches having a supply sheet with a pocket thereon having a mouth and 
flap (see figures 7a-d for example. 7a shows a diagonally stacked pockets and a flap; 
figures 7b-d show pockets with Individual flaps for each pocket on the sheet). It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to use the flap taught in figure 7a of Walton with the pockets of Neiman (modified 
by Anfnstrong) for the purpose of safely closing the pockets. Alternatively. It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to use the sheets with pockets 
thereon (as shown in figures 7b-d) into the system of Neiman (modified by Annstrong) 
for the purpose of providing additional storage means for the index cards. Especially 
since Walton teaches using the pockets for storing index cards (see abstract of Walton). 
4. Claims 1 ,7,8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
6,652,178 to Walton in view of Amristrong and further in view of 3,720,304 to 
Laugherty et al. Walton discloses a storage system having at least one storage 
sheet (fig 1 of Walton) with at least one pocket that is to be bound in a notebook 
binder (abstract of Walton). Walton further discloses that the pocket includes a 
mouth and flap (fig 7a-d of Walton). Walton however fails to disclose a supply sheet 
having an index card formed therein and detachable therefrom and a binding 
mechanism for binding the sheet together with the storage sheet. Annstrong teaches 
having at least one supply sheet having an index card fomned therein and 
detachable therefrom (fig 1 of Armstrong) and that has a binding edge (28) to be 
bound in a notebook (see fig 4 of Annstrong). Therefore, it would have been 
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obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
use the storage sheet and binding mechanism (notebook) as taught by Walton with 
the supply sheet and binding edge of Armstrong for the purpose of providing storage 
for both the supply and storage sheets. 

This cx>mbination does not however disclose the slit and crease used to close the 
flap, as recited in claims 8-10. Laugherty teaches having a pocket device (cardboard in 
figures forms a pocket) having a slit (slit which forms tab 6) on the front face of the 
pocket for receiving flap (4) wherein the pocket has a crease such that the slit edge is 
pivotable about the crease (see figures 2-5, crease allows for pivotable movement of 
tab 6); wherein the slit forms an angle with the body of the pocket and is shaped to 
guide the flap there under (fig 4). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the teachings of Laugherty with 
the pocket of Walton (modified by Armstrong) for the purpose of more securely closing 
the flap and pocket. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 4/1 1/2006 are moot in view of the new rejections of 
record. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. This is simply art of interest and was not used to reject any 
claims in this office action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jamila O. Williams whose telephone number Is 571-272- 
4431. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 6:30am-3:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Monica Carter can be reached on 571-272-3484. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infonnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://palr-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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